Monthly 


Published 


HbBE  ON  National  Legislation 
N.E.  Washington  2,  D.  C. 

KKPTi:MBi:il  UHlll 


TEST  BAN  TREATY  NEARS  RATIFICATION 


On  August  29,  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tee  reported  out  the  Treaty  prohibiting  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  tests  in  the  atmosphere,  in  space  and  underwater 
by  a  vote  of  16-1.  Only  Sen.  Russell  Long,  La.,  voted 
against  the  Treaty.  A  motion  by  Sen.  Karl  Mundt, 
S.Dak.,  to  delay  a  Committee  vote  was  defeated  11-5, 
with  Sens.  Long,  La.;  Lausche,  Ohio;  Hickenlooper, 
Iowa;  and  Williams,  Del.,  joining  Sen.  Mundt.  The 
Senate  is  expected  to  approve  the  Treaty  later  this 
month.  To  date  over  80  other  nations  have  signed 
the  Treaty. 


Jackson,  Wash.,  and  other  members  of  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee,  the  Administration  has 
agreed  to  institute  a  costly  program  to  (a)  expand 
underground  testing,  (b)  maintain  the  “quality  and 
vitality”  of  weapons  laboratories,  (c)  maintain  a  “high 
state  of  readiness”  to  resume  atmospheric  testing,  and 
rd)  expand  its  already  vast  inspection  system  for 
monitoring  the  Treaty  and  detecting  violations. 

3)  The  hearings  were  used  by  some  Senators  to  dis¬ 
courage  further  Administration  efforts  to  ease  tensions. 
Senatorial  fire  was  focused  on  a  proposed  East-West 
nonaggression  pact.  Secretary  of  State  Rusk  “reas¬ 
sured”  Senators,  and  some  U.S.  allies,  that  “at  the 
moment  I  cannot  report  that  there  is  another  question 
[negotiable  issue]  that  is  highly  promising  ...  as  of 
today.” 

4)  The  Administration,  while  arguing  that  the  Treaty 
would  reduce  fallout,  failed  to  admit  unequivocally  the 
hazards  of  radiation.  Recent  reports  show  that  Alaskan 
Eskimos  and  residents  in  parts  of  Nevada,  Utah  and 
Idaho  have  been  exposed  to  intense  fallout.  According 
to  a  group  of  St.  Louis  scientists,  the  situation  in  the 
Western  states  has  come  from  underground  testing  as 
well  as  atmospheric  testing,  and  “represents  a  medi¬ 
cally  unacceptable  hazard  to  children  who  may  drink 
fresh  locally-produced  milk.” 

5)  Those  in  favor  of  the  Treaty  were  so  actively  sup¬ 
porting  this  limited  step  that  little  attention  was  focused 
on  the  shortcomings  of  the  Treaty.  It  permits  under¬ 
ground  testing.  It  does  not  inhibit  the  use  of  nuclear 
weapons,  nor  slow  the  arms  race  in  its  most  crucial 
area  now,  the  perfection  of  missile  delivery  systems. 
The  Treaty  does  not  create  even  a  rudimentary  inter¬ 
national  inspection  system.  It  makes  no  use  of  such 
organizations  as  the  International  Court  of  Justice  or 
the  International  Atomic  Energy  Agency.  The  Treaty’s 
withdrawal  provisions  are  so  flexible  that  for  all  prac¬ 
tical  purposes  each  side  can  withdraw  at  will. 


Despite  the  expected  vote  in  favor  of  the  Treaty,  the 
tenor  of  the  questions  at  the  hearings  and  the  debate 
so  far  indicate  how  much  progress  must  still  be  made. 

“The  nuclear  test  ban  treaty,”  lamented  the  New  York 
Times,  August  23,  “is  coming  into  the  world  like  an 
unwanted  child.  Even  those  who  favor  it  and  believe 
in  it  seem  to  be  doing  everything  they  can  in  Senate 
Committees  and  public  statements  to  persuade  the 
American  people  that  it  really  doesn’t  mean  much.  We 
are  assured  that  the  United  States  is  ahead  .  .  .  with 
underground  testing  and  laboratory  experiments.  More¬ 
over,  we  are  told,  we  can  always  call  the  whole  thing  off 
.  .  .  [but]  The  nuclear  test  ban  treaty  is  intended  to — 
and  it  can  be — a  step  toward  peace  ...  it  should  be 
taken  with  a  sense  of  hope  and  a  willingness  to  move 
ahead.  A  treaty  smothered  in  a  blanket  of  fear  and  dis¬ 
trust  represents  a  poor  foundation  for  further  progress.” 

Senate  consideration  of  the  Treaty  has  emphasized 
these  points: 

1  ]  The  military  establishment  presently  has  a  veto 
over  progress  toward  disarmament.  It  was  not  until 
General  Maxwell  Taylor,  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  supported  the  Treaty  that  the  opposition  be¬ 
gan  to  buckle.  Without  the  qualified  but  favorable 
testimony  of  Joint  Chiefs  it  seems  highly  unlikely  that 
a  two-thirds  vote  could  be  marshalled  for  the  Treaty. 

2 )  Senatorial  distrust  of  Soviet  motives  is  wide  and 
deep.  There  is  reluctance  to  believe  that  U.S.  and  So¬ 
viet  national  interests  can  coincide  at  any  point — even 
on  reducing  the  arms  race  and  preventing  a  nuclear 
holocaust.  This  suspicion  is  going  to  cost  the  U.S.  tax¬ 
payer  considerably.  Under  pressure  from  Sen.  Henry 


VieH'8  of  Organizations 

Many  non-governmental  organizations  appeared  before 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  to  urge  sup¬ 
port  for  the  Treaty  as  a  step  away  from  nuclear  war. 
Proponents  included  the  National  Council  of  Churches, 
the  Church  of  the  Brethren,  the  United  Church  of 
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Christ,  the  Chamber  ot  Commerce  USA,  the  AFL-CIO, 
the  Federation  of  American  Scientists,  the  American 
Veterans  Committee,  the  Cooperative  League  of  the 
U  S  A.,  SANF,  and  the  United  World  Federalists. 

S.  Arthur  Watson.  President  of  William  Penn  College, 
Oskaloosa,  Iowa,  testified  for  FCNL,  the  Board  on 
Christian  Social  Concerns  of  the  Five  Years  Meeting, 
and  the  Peace  and  Social  Order  Committee  of  the 
Friends  General  Conference.  [Testimony  available 
from  FCNL.] 

Those  opposed  included  Rep.  John  R.  Pillion,  N.Y.; 
the  Liberty  Lobby;  and  Americans  for  National  Se¬ 
curity.  By  far  the  most  effective  opponent  was  Dr. 
Edward  Teller  who  actively  testified  and  lobbied 
against  the  Treaty. 

Vi'hai  are  the  next  steps?  The  reduction  of  military 
spending  around  the  world  would  seem  to  be  a  next 
logical  step  (sec  bclowT  U.N.  Secretary  General  U 
Thant  mentioned  several  possibilities  for  negotiated 
agreements  at  the  Moscow  signing  of  the  test  ban 
Treaty,  including  ( 1 )  control  of  the  dissemination  of 
nuclear  weapons.  (2)  limitation  on  the  means  of  de¬ 
livery  of  nuclear  warheads.  (3)  reduction  of  fears  of 
surprise  attack.  ( 4 )  prohibition  on  the  use  of  nuclear 
and  thermo-nuclear  weapons,  and  (5)  creation  of  de¬ 
nuclearized  zones  in  different  geographical  areas. 


WHAT  KIM)  OF  STRENGTH  FOR  AAIERICA? 


Congressional  discussion  of  the  ramifications  of  the 
nearly  S57  billion  defense  budget  has  increased  since 
the  signing  of  the  test  ban  treaty  and  Sen.  George 
McGovern’s  courageous  speech  of  August  2  calling 
upon  Congress  to  divert  S5  billion  of  arms  spending 
into  worthwhile  civilian  projects.  Sen.  Richard  B.  Rus¬ 
sell.  Ga..  Chairman  of  the  Defense  Appropriations  Sub¬ 
committee.  has  reportedly  warned  the  Administration 
that  attempts  will  be  made  to  cut  the  defense  appro¬ 
priations  bill  when  it  is  debated  by  the  Senate  later 
this  month. 

.According  to  Senator  McGovern:  “We  need  a  thor¬ 
oughly  honest  discussion  .  .  .  about  the  basic  postulates 
of  our  defense  strategy.  .  .  .  The  United  States  now 
has  a  stockpile  of  nuclear  weapons  in  excess  of  any 
conceivable  need  .  .  .  we  cannot  afford  this  policy  of 
adding  to  overkill  capacity  economically,  politically, 
or  morally  and  if  we  persist  in  following  it  we  will 
weaken  our  Nation  both  at  home  and  abroad. 

We  need  to  remind  ourselves  that  we  have  sources 
of  strength  .  .  .  other  than  nuclear  bombs.  Conversely, 
ue  need  to  remember  that  the  greatest  Communist 
victories  .  .  .  came  at  the  moment  of  our  greatest  nu¬ 
clear  superiority.” 

Others  stepped  into  the  debate.  Sen.  Frank  Church. 
Idaho,  said;  “Congress  must  begin  to  better  discharge 
its  responsibility  for  passing  upon  the  defense  budget 
.  .  .  we  have  tended  too  much  to  rubber-stamp  the 
recommendations  that  come  to  us  ...  ” 


. . .  Conceived  In  Liberty  And  Dedicated  To  The 
Proposition  That  All  Men  Arc  Created  Equal . . . 


The  Washington  Post  editorialized  on  August  11; 
“.  .  .  it  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  at  some  point 
procurement  of  additional  Minutemen  missiles  and 
Polaris  submarines  may  drain  the  budget  without  ap¬ 
preciably  adding  to  security.  Congress  has  not  only 
a  right  but  also  a  duty  to  inquire  into  this  possibility. 
It  is  also  a  legitimate — indeed,  imperative — legislative 
function  to  consider  the  long-term  impact  of  defense 
spending  on  the  economy  as  a  whole.” 

Military  spokesmen  have  said  surprisingly  little  to  con¬ 
tradict  Sen.  McGovern’s  basic  thesis,  and  Secretary 
McNamara’s  testimony  on  the  test  ban  treaty  bore  it 
out  in  major  part.  The  Department  of  Defense  has 
attempted  to  head  off  any  reduction  in  military  appro¬ 
priations  by  arguing  that  a  cut  on  top  of  the  test  ban 
treaty  would  indicate  a  weakening  of  America’s  resolve 
to  stay  strong.  According  to  Gen.  Maxwell  D.  Taylor, 
reducing  the  defense  budget  would  “give  comfort  and 
encouragement  to  those  people  and  nations  who  are 
all  too  easily  convinced  that  an  era  of  universal  good 
will  is  at  hand  and  that  sacrifices  for  security  are  no 
longer  necessary.” 

House  Cuts  F'oreipii  Aid  Bill 

Congressional  disillusionment  with  the  foreign  aid  pro¬ 
gram  became  increasingly  apparent  during  recent 
House  debates.  The  authorization  ceiling  was  set  at 
S3. 5  billion  for  fiscal  1964,  or  $1  billion  less  than  the 
Administration  had  requested:  $585  million  was  cut 
on  the  House  floor,  August  23,  by  a  roll-call  vote  oi 
222-188.  The  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  had  earlier 
made  a  $400  million  cut.  Additional  cuts  are  usually 
made  by  the  House  Appropriations  Committee. 
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The  Development  Loan  Fund  was  cut  15%;  develop¬ 
ment  grants,  18%;  Alliance  for  Progress,  24%;  mili¬ 
tary  aid,  29%;  supporting  assistance,  13%'  and  the 
President’s  contingency  fund,  50% . 

Amendments  Considered  During  Debates.  The  House 
adopted  amendments  ( 1 )  barring  all  economic  and 
military  aid  to  countries  whose  ships  or  planes  carry 
goods  to  or  from  Cuba,  and  (2)  raising  the  interest 
rate  on  development  loans  to  underdeveloped  countries 
from  .75%  to  2% . 

The  House  defeated  amendments  which  would  have 
limited  contributions  to  UN  programs  to  33V3%,  168- 
157;  and  eliminated  all  technical  assistance  activities, 
123-77. 


A  Step  Toward  Fallout  Shelters 

The  House  Armed  Services  Committee  has  reported  a 
revised  Administration  bill  to  provide  for  fallout  pro¬ 
tection  in  Federal  structures  and  nonprofit  institutions 
(H.R.  8200).  It  authorizes  the  Administration  to  ask 
Congress  for  nearly  $191  million  for  the  fiscal  1964 
program.  This  sum  would  be  used  to  subsidize  con¬ 
struction  of  an  estimated  10  million  shelter  spaces  in 
nonprofit  institutions  and  a  million  shelter  spaces  in 
existing  Federal  buildings. 

The  House  is  expected  to  debate  the  bill  the  middle 
of  September.  Senate  action  will  follow. 

(Comments  on  Hearings.  A  House  Armed  Services  Sub¬ 
committee,  chaired  by  Rep.  F.  Edward  Hebert,  La., 
held  eight  weeks  of  hearings.  According  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  “most,  perhaps  all,  of  the  committee  members 
were  .  .  .  opposed  to  a  fallout  shelter  program  .  .  .”  at 
the  beginning  of  the  hearings,  but  opposition  “melted 
and  then  hardened  into  an  attitude  of  firm  belief  in 
and  support  of  the  fallout  shelter  program.” 

Rep.  Hebert  attributed  this  change  to  the  fact  that 
“arguments  against  the  program  were,  in  very  great 
part,  of  a  frail  and  tenuous  nature  .  .  .”  The  Committee 
heard  testimony  from  108  witnesses,  most  of  whom 
had  been  invited  to  appear  by  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense.  Twelve  witnesses  appeared  in  opposition  to  the 
bill;  seven  other  opponents  submitted  statements  for 
the  record.  FCNL  has  opposed  civil  defense  on  the 
grounds  it  is  “impractical”  and  “immoral”. 

^  hat  Is  Your  Opinion?  A  Study  of  41  polls  taken  by 
Congressmen  last  year  indicates  that  their  constituents 
strongly  opposed  a  fallout  shelter  program.  The  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  has  admitted  that  “most 
of  the  American  public  is  not  asking  for  the  protection 
contemplated  in  this  bill  .  .  .  but  ...  it  is  the  duty  of 
leadership  in  the  Congress,  the  executive  branch,  and 
in  State  and  local  governments  to  give  direction  to 
public  attitudes  on  complex  matters  of  defense.  The 
proposal  before  the  House  is  a  moderate  step  for  which 
this  country  is  ready,  provided  there  is  strong  Federal 
leadership.” 

♦  Readers  are  encouraged  to  share  their  views  with 
their  Representatives  and  Senators. 


Marking  Time — Marking  Up  Rights  Bill 

Many  Churchmen  continued  to  exhibit  their  sup¬ 
port  for  meaningful  civil  rights  legislation  by  their 
presence  in  the  August  28  demonstration  for  jobs  and 
freedom  in  Washington,  D.C. 

A  House  Judiciary  Subcommittee  started  “marking  up”, 
i.e.,  drafting  the  final  text  of,  the  Administration’s  civil 
rights  bill,  H.R.  7152,  late  in  August,  but  the  bill  is  not 
expected  to  reach  the  floor  until  October.  Expressions 
of  concern  to  Committee  members,  especially  Reps. 
Emanuel  Celler,  N.Y.,  and  William  McCulloch,  Ohio, 
are  appropriate. 

August  23,  FCNL  sent  a  letter  to  each  member  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  asking  that  the  bill  be  strength¬ 
ened  to  provide  a  more  systematic  framework  for 
school  desegregation,  to  include  judicial  review  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  decisions  regarding  the  withholding  of 
Federal  funds  from  segregated  projects,  and  to  add  a 
fair  employment  section  to  the  bill. 

Congressional  Scorecard 

June  24,  tbe  Department  of  State  informed  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  that  the  United  States 
would  ratify  the  Genocide  Convention  if  the  Senate 
would  give  its  consent.  The  proposed  treaty  has  been 
before  the  Senate  since  June  16,  1949,  and  hearings 
were  held  before  a  Foreign  Relations  Subcommittee  in 
January  1950.  In  April  1953  Secretary  of  State  Dulles 
told  the  Committee  that  the  Eisenhower  administra¬ 
tion  would  not  press  this  treaty  “at  this  time.”  In¬ 
difference  as  well  as  opposition  by  those  favoring  the 
Bricker  Amendment  effectively  prevented  U.S.  ratifica¬ 
tion  at  that  time. 

President  Kennedy  has  called  for  legislation  revising 
and  modernizing  U.S.  immigration  laws,  by  eliminating 
all  quotas  based  on  national  origin  over  a  five-year 
period.  The  new  system  would  take  into  account  ( 1 ) 
the  skills  of  the  immigrant,  (2)  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  immigrants  and  persons  already  here,  and 
(3)  priority  of  registration.  Bills  have  been  introduced 
by  Sen.  Philip  Hart,  Mich.  ("S.  1932),  and  Rep.  Eman¬ 
uel  Celler,  N.Y.  (H.R.  7700). 

August  14,  the  Senate  approved  creation  of  a  National 
Service  Corps  ( S.  1321)  by  a  47-44  vote.  The  Corps 
would  provide  volunteers  to  work  with  migratory  la¬ 
borers,  Indians,  slum  dwellers,  youth,  the  elderly,  dis¬ 
abled,  mentally  ill  and  retarded.  The  bill  calls  for 
1000  volunteers  the  first  year,  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$5  million.  The  House  Education  Committee  is  con¬ 
sidering  a  similar  proposal  (H.R.  5625). 

The  Senate  voted  to  extend  the  Mexican  farm  labor 
program  for  another  year,  62-25,  on  August  15.  An 
amendment  provides  new  competitive  safeguards  for 
domestic  farm  workers.  The  House  rejected  a  two- 
year  extension  in  May,  but  a  House  Agriculture  Sub¬ 
committee  has  now  recommended  a  one-year  extension. 

The  House  approved,  287-113,  an  Administration- 
backed  bill  authorizing  a  five-year,  SI. 2  billion  college 
aid  program.  August  14.  The  bill  would  provide  grants 
and  loans  for  construction  or  improvement  of  aca¬ 
demic  facilities.  The  Senate  has  not  yet  taken  action. 
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AUuiiir  OrkepH  Support  Tost  Ban  Treaty.  In  a  resolu¬ 
tion  adopted  August  19,  the  Atomic  Workers  Council 
of  the  Oil,  Chemical  and  Atomic  Workers  International 
Union  urged  the  Senate  to  ratify  the  treaty,  and  ex¬ 
pressed  the  “hope  that  this  will  be  the  first  step  of  a 
long  series  of  steps  leading  gradually  to  total  disarma¬ 
ment  and  a  world  of  peace.”  They  favor  “development 
of  peaceful  uses  of  nuclear  energy,  preparing  now  for 
the  day  when  eventually  the  bombs  will  be  disarmed 
and  atomic  energy  will  be  used  only  for  the  positive 
welfare  of  mankind.” 

200,000  Marrli  on  Washingttui.  Church  groups  joined 
with  civil  rights  leaders  in  sponsoring  the  August  28 
“March  on  Washington  for  Jobs  and  Freedom.”  Re¬ 
ligious  participation  in  the  March  was  coordinated  by 
the  National  Council  of  Churches,  the  National  Cath¬ 
olic  Conference  for  Inter-racial  Justice,  and  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Jewish  Congress.  Groups  of  Friends  came  from 
Philadelphia,  Chicago,  Iowa,  Baltimore  and  the  Young 
Friends  of  North  America  Conference  and  elsewhere. 

Keparation  to  the  Seneca  Indians.  In  testimony  before 
a  House  Interior  Subcommittee,  August  8,  Walter  Tay¬ 
lor,  Representative  to  the  Seneca  Nation  of  Indians 
from  the  Indian  Committee  of  Philadelphia  Yearly 
Meeting,  urged  “just  compensation”  to  the  Senecas  for 
damages  caused  by  the  Kinzua  Dam. 

Although  the  Corps  of  Engineers  deadline  for  vacating 
the  area  is  just  thirteen  months  away,  there  are  no 
visible  signs  on  the  Allegany  Reservation  that  reloca¬ 
tion  of  roads,  homes,  schools  or  cemeteries  is  under¬ 
way.  One  engineering  firm  under  Government  contract 
has  recommended  a  $29  million  “Williamsburg”  type 
project  to  portray  Indian  history  and  culture.  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  have  reached  no  consensus  on  this 
proposal.  The  Seneca  Council  endorsed  the  plan  in  its 
preliminary  stages. 


.\  Long  Sewnion  for  (Congress  Forecast.  Senate  Majority 
Leader  Mike  Mansfield,  Mont.,  recently  suggested  to 
Sen.  Everett  Dirksen,  111.,  that  “he  prepare  to  have  his 
Christmas  dinner  here.”  Sen.  Dirksen  replied  that  he 
had  already  told  colleagues  he  “would  be  happy  to  take 
their  orders  for  Christmas  trees.”  Sen.  Hubert  Hum¬ 
phrey,  Minn.,  has  predicted  that  Congressmen  “will 
hand-deliver  Christmas  greeting  cards  this  year.” 

According  to  a  Congressional  Quarterly  tally,  “Con¬ 
gress  as  of  July  31  had  approved  19  of  403  legislative 
requests  submitted  so  far  by  President  Kennedy.”  That 
is,  5%  of  the  President’s  requests  “had  been  finally 
approved  by  the  House  and/or  Senate  and  were  either 
law  or  awaiting  the  President’s  signature.” 

l*iil)liration>i  of  inter^^t 

Test  Han  Treaty,  Questions  and  Answers,  Government  Printing  Office, 
\X  a^liington  2.i,  D.G., 

A  Strategy  for  American  Security,  edited  l»y  Seymour  Melman,  Lee 
Offset,  ‘18  Ka'-t  21st  Street,  New  York  10,  New  York,  .SOc*. 

He/iort  on  the  Tenth  Annual  Meeting  of  the  National  Conference  on 
International  Economic  and  Social  Development,  1148  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  Washington  4,  l).(L, 

Ask  your  (Congressman  to  send  you: 

(Aril  Defense — Fallout  Shelter  Program,  hearings  before  House  Armed 
.Services  Subcommittee  No.  .1. 

1‘roviding  for  Fallout  Protection  in  Federal  Structures  and  Nonprofit 
Institutions.  House  Report  No.  TP'S. 

Sudear  Test  Ban  Treaty,  hearings  and  report  from  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee. 
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of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks  for  itself  and  for  like- 
minded  Friends.  No  organization  can  speak  officially  for 
the  Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

WASHINGTON  NEW  SLETTER  Service  Subscription  $3.00. 
Editors:  E.  Raymond  Wilson,  Edward  F.  Snyder,  Frances 
Neely,  Denise  O’Connor. 


The  friends  Commiltee 
On  National  Legislation 

is  a  working  committee  of  Friends  and  likeminded  persons 
attempting  to  translate  Quaker  beliefs  into  political  education 
and  action. 

FCNL  works  particularly  with  Congress  where  national  policy 
is  enacted  into  law.  It  combines  continuous  activity  in 
interviewing  legislators,  with  first  hand  reporting  on  Con¬ 
gressional  developments  to  readers  of  its  WASHINGTON 
NEWSLETTER,  and  encourages  letters,  telegrams  and  visits 
to  Congressmen  when  they  will  be  most  effective. 


Washington  Newsletter  Service  — 

•  Twelve  issues  of  NEWSLETTER  a  year; 

•  Upon  request,  f'CNL  ACTION  bulletins  on  foreign  and 
domestic  legislative  issues; 

•  Directory  of  Congressmen  and  Voting  Record  every 
two-year  session; 

•  Upon  request,  copies  of  FCNL  testimony  before  Com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress; 

•  Replies  by  letter  to  requests  for  legislative  information; 

•  FCNL  .Annual  Report  and  other  special  enclosures 
during  the  year. 


IMeas(>  enter  my  subscription  for  one  year  to  the  \\  \SI  1 1 NGTON  NEWSLETTER  at  $3.00.  $4. .50  abmad.  \ddress:  245  Second  Street. 
N.lv.  Washington  2.  I).(L  ($5.00  to  residents  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation.  Ad¬ 
dress:  HOO  Warren  V\emie.  Hillsi<le.  Illinois).  C.ontri  but  ions  alwve  NEWSLETTER  subscription  price  snpf)orl  the  legislation  and 
research  work  of  the  C.oinmittee. 

( C.ontribiitions  not  deductible  for  income  tax  pur|K)ses) 
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